
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S12625October 14, 1999
from proposing or issuing administra-
tive rules, regulations, decrees, or or-
ders for the sole purpose of implemen-
tation of the Kyoto Protocol prior to
its consideration by the Senate.

Ms. MIKULSKI. The Senator’s under-
standing is correct. The language is
not intended to prohibit the United
States from supporting ongoing, vol-
untary programs or activities that are
consistent with our treaty commit-
ments under the Framework Conven-
tion on Climate Change ratified in 1992,
have had broad bipartisan support in
both the public and private sectors,
and are consistent with the objectives
of S. Res. 98.

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, I want to
express my appreciation to the chair-
man of the Appropriations Sub-
committee on VA, HUD, and Inde-
pendent Agencies for his leadership in
steering this bill and its many, diverse
provisions successfully through the
Senate and conference.

One item is noteworthy both for its
importance and its ready acceptance
on both sides of the aisle and in both
Houses. This is the language prohib-
iting EPA from spending funds to im-
plement the Kyoto Protocol on global
climate change, prior to ratification
and Senate consent. The bill language
on this subject is the same as last
year’s reiterating a strong congres-
sional position.

Also important is this year’s Senate
report language requiring greater ac-
countability in the Administration’s
climate change proposals and initia-
tives. This language renews and reiter-
ates directives in the managers’ state-
ment in last year’s conference report.
It also expresses disappointment in the
late filing, earlier this year, of agency
reports explaining the administration’s
programs, objectives, and performance
measures.

I would ask the Chairman if it is fair
to say the committee’s intent is to put
the administration on notice that we
fully expect such reports to be in-
cluded, on a timely basis, as part of the
President’s fiscal year 2001 budget sub-
mission next year?

Mr. BOND. The Senator’s under-
standing is correct. The clear intent of
this year’s Senate report is to carry
last year’s directives forward for an-
other year. If Congress, and the author-
izing and appropriations committees,
in particular, are to make a full and
fair assessment of the Administration’s
programs and proposals, then submis-
sion of agency climate change reports
with the President’s FY 2001 budget is
both necessary and expected.

EDI SPECIAL PURPOSE GRANTS

Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, I
would like to engage in a colloquy with
the distinguished chairman of the VA-
HUD Appropriations Subcommittee.

Mr. President, regrettably, the
FY2000 conference report contains a ty-
pographical error that was made dur-
ing the final drafting of this conference
report. Contrary to the intent of the
managers and conferees, a $1,000,000

earmark for the New Jersey Commu-
nity Development Corporation’s Trans-
portation Opportunity Center and a
$750,000 earmark for South Dakota
State University’s performing arts cen-
ter were accidently deleted from the
list of EDI Special Purpose Grants due
to a computer malfunction.

Unfortunately, we are not able to
amend this conference report at this
point, but I wanted to ask the distin-
guished chairman, Senator BOND, if he
will work with me, Senator BYRD, and
Senator STEVENS to ensure that these
typographical errors are corrected in
another appropriations bill before this
session of Congress ends?

Mr. BOND. Absolutely. First, I to-
tally agree with distinguished ranking
member of the VA–HUD subcommit-
tee’s account of how this typographical
error transpired. Second, I agree that
this error is typographical in nature
and contrary to the intent of the con-
ferees. Finally, I will work with Sen-
ators MIKULSKI, BYRD, and STEVENS to
ensure that this typographical error
will be corrected in another appropria-
tions measure before this session of
Congress ends.

Ms. MIKULSKI. I thank the distin-
guished Chairman.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SES-
SIONS). The Senator from Missouri.

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, I thank my
colleague from Minnesota for his com-
ments on the lack of available housing.
We have been talking about the lack of
available housing. Over the years prior
to the time my ranking member and I
were leading this committee, we
stopped issuing long-term, 15-year sec-
tion 8 vouchers. Those long-term
vouchers were sufficient to generate
new housing. The 1-year vouchers we
now issue generally under the section 8
program do not create any new hous-
ing.

As I said in my opening remarks, half
the vouchers issued in St. Louis Coun-
ty have already been used. We have
programs such as the HOME program,
the CDBG program, the section 202 el-
derly, the section 811, disabled, the
hop-up program and HOPE VI pro-
grams which do provide housing.

We also provided additional assist-
ance to maintain the public housing
stock that is in danger of falling into
disuse and becoming HOPE VI housing.
That having been said, part of our dis-
cussions with the administration and
with the authorizing committee will be
the need to look at how we are going to
assure there is adequate housing stock.
This is a question not just in the ap-
propriations process where we are put-
ting in money where we can to create
new housing; it is something we have
to work on with the Finance Com-
mittee to make sure low-income hous-
ing credits exist.

This is a problem that simply adding
some incremental section 8 vouchers is
not going to solve; that and the budget
authority problem for section 8 we will
have to deal with next year.

The Senator also laid out a good ar-
gument for authorizing the committee

to consider expanding veterans’ bene-
fits and programs. Again, we are happy
to work with the authorizing com-
mittee when it gets beyond the appro-
priations measures and attempts to im-
prove the programs in addition to just
funding them.

Again, my very special thanks to the
distinguished Senator from Maryland
whose guidance, and not just assist-
ance, but guidance and good humor,
made this ride on the tilt-a-whirl an
enjoyable one, even though somewhat
too exciting at times. I thank her. Her
help and her persuasion, and that of
the administration, helped us achieve
passage of this bill.

I reiterate my thanks particularly to
Paul Carliner on that side and the
great John Kamarck on our side, as
well as the other staffers.

I yield the floor and yield back my
time.

Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, I, too,
thank Senator BOND and his staff, as
well as my own. At times, the atmos-
phere in this institution can be quite
prickly and quite partisan. If only we
would focus on the national interests
the way we have in this bill. Through
good will, good offsets, and focusing on
national priorities we were able to
move this legislation through.

I believe Senator BOND is a leader.
This legislation would not have moved
forward had it not been for his willing-
ness to engage in a dialog with the
White House on what their priorities
were, insisting, of course, on the Sen-
ate’s prerogatives.

Again, I thank him, and I yield the
floor.

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative assistant proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. SANTORUM. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
f

MORNING BUSINESS
Mr. SANTORUM. Mr. President, I

ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate now proceed to a period for morn-
ing business, with Senators permitted
to speak therein for up to 10 minutes
each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
f

THE DEATH OF AMBASSADOR E.
WILLIAM CROTTY

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, I take
this opportunity to express my regret
at the loss of Ambassador E. William
Crotty, U.S. Ambassador to Barbados.
Bill assumed his position as ambas-
sador in November 1998, so he had only
begun his fine work representing the
United States in Barbados and six
other eastern Caribbean island nations.
I am confident, however, that his con-
tributions in service to his country
would have continued and multiplied.
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